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Dear 

Tills hasty response to your l/3 is not intended to offend. Were ^ net blunt with you 
that would be unkind and unfriendly. 

Harper's turned do'.ni your piece but "I am eoimjaced that it is a solid, piece of 
’(friting." Then, next graf, "I don't agree idth your analj’^is of the CTIA conference." 
nleas you Icnow enough so you have to agree you donSt iaiow enough to do an;;/ really 
responsible vrriting. Fensterwald and all his close ones do agree, as they would not 
in advance. They are heart-sick and >=teth, I*m told, is still depressed. 

If you can say of tho sick and the dangerous ■^kolnick that SCt-’ is accurate you have 
no basis for discriiainating. And your otlier 50i^ is no worse than "an extension of the rest," 
the prsuned 50/i "accurate?" 

■**^ind a hole and cover it behind you if you are serious and in coming years want j’-our 
self-respect J 

This is not the idLnd of subject one can fret>-lance easily, lou can^t interview a 
dozen whores end claia to laiow enough about prostitution to write honestly here. 

You fire "glad that the links between Watergate and Dallas was forced to the floor, 
quite disappointed that once it got there frivolity was pretty much the rule." VJhal, 
links and wliat tiie hell do you or cjui you knovf about it? Wlien j-ou talk of "links" you 
are talkiiiij about fact, not opjjiion, -^ou can liave any belief you wsint and it need not be 
fact, but v?hen a i-rritor talks about fact he has obligations to the people. 

"I don^t dismiss the norij outrtijieous researchers because of vhsir flamboyance..." 

You have a speci;H dofinition of researcher." You can t make t2ris statement on fact. 

Which of these "researchers" do you regard as merely "flamboyant?" And who, to your know- 
ledge, ijas done good, solid research since ^Ivia revised her maiiuscript before lic-r beck 
was published? 

Grab hold of yourslef, mant 

Ftoh this sample if you do get jaiytiiing published jtju'II come to regret it more 
than harper's rejection, much icore, /uid with good reason; you’ll bo ashaiaed. 

You liave just gone for jill tho vjild impr/ovisations and inventions coming from the 
broad spectrum between the insane and the self-se<;kers. t>ome arc genuine ano. just beyond 
Uieir dtipth and overpowered by emotion. A goodly portion, however, are just plain evil,. 

Ton, I've boon around a long time. I know just about all these i;eoplo and I tliink 
there is no body who has dono more work in the field than I, I am certain there is no 
single jierson who lias dupiJLoated much if not most of it, I know what I am talking about, 

Tho only reason I take tho tirao to respond is to try to save you from yourself and the 
solid -viork from tlie anintesided doiaiaation you would inevitably irrite from wimt you reveal 
of yourself on this lotcer. 

Gan't you realize that everytliing some shit goes accross an editor's desk he believes 
there is nobody who has arorthing besides shit to offer? They just discard anvtlxLng on the 
subject. So many have toltt me! And I've read son much from the dedicated wrong that 
proves it! 

If I loiGvj oncu;^ to figure Harper's before you told me, can t you consider that 
maybe I do knovr to warn, you? 

But if they do got an Andi/ St. Gooi’go to do a sirailar piece, tiiat won t hurt those 
doing tlio; real work in the field and Tom ‘■'‘iller will not have reason to look back and say, 
"There went iiiy aolf-rtJspect." est rtcgards. 



